
VOLUME YI. « LIBERTY, THE UNION, AND THE CONSTITUTION." NUMBER 8.
¦ - " ' '' 11 ¦

CITY OF WASHINGTON, FRIDAY MORNING, MAY 10, 1850.

¦01TSO IT

THOMAS RITCHIE * EDMUND BURKE.

TlkMIl

DAILY, per r«a>, | - - - I
tUI-WUKL V, (iruMiafaxI ut weekly duiinf Ummm

of Osap.) - - . -

Obb will b /tmiiW . f*U.' i

Klre cuplee of Ik* DAILY, A" - - - -

Kv« c«|MM of Um HKMI-WKKKL Y,
Tea cofMa* of the " » -

riTaoaftaa of Ike WEEKLY,
Tea coplea of Ik* u

K
......

CONGRESSIONAL
DKriCKIUCD DKB4TH.

TUESDAY, MAY 1, 1650.
[IN CONTINUATION ]

IMATf.
SOAKP or ACCOUNTS.

Mr. WHITOUMB. I was not present, sir, during the
consideration of this bill upon yesterday; and it is possi¬
ble lliat amendments may have been made which l am
unaware of. But there is one feature of this bill that I
am decidedly opposed to. I am opposed to either ot
these commissioners holding this office for twelve J®**.-1 see no use foi it i and even the aigumenta used in the
case of a judicial officer lor a long term do not apply in
this case, in my upiccbirtisioii. I think that three J'*®.
is long enough. If they are not qualified, we should
have an opportunity of passing upon their qualifications
a» often as that. I am not prepared now, sir. to oner an
amendment, for I see the provision is somewhat compli¬cated. Perhaps I can accomplish it by moving to strike
out from the words "these commissioners," in the otn
line, to the word " resignation," in the 14th line, »>clu
nive; and to insert the words, " each commissioner shall
bold office for a period of three years "

Mr. HUNTER, (in bis seat.) Move to strike out
" twelve," and insert " three."
Mr. WHITCOMB. Very well. 1 will move to strike

out " twelve," and insert" threeand if that is adopted,
it will be very easy to make the other amendments re¬
tired in the lines following, to correspond.The question having been stated upou the amendment,
Mr. WHITCOMB said: I do not understand, Mr.

President, the reasons for this term of twelve years, and
I should be very glad to hear from my friend from Vir¬
ginia, why then commissioners were to hold their omce
lor twelve years, and especially when it is connccuM
with the provision that tbey are to be removable b> the
President, because the reason for a long tenure ?f "®ce
is to ramove all influences which would sway their deter¬
mination of the rases before them; and it sotms to me
that to accomplish this it will be nectssary to remove
them also from all Executive influences.
Mr. HUNTER. The object was to make it as long a

term as it was possible for us to make. 1, sir,, shou
have been very glad to have defended the office, if I
could have done so, from the removing power of the
President alone. The bill originally providedthatthe
commissioners should only be removed by the President,
with the advice and consent of the Senate ; and bn(l"'8
that I could not overcome the constitutional scruples o!
members upon the appointing and removing power of the
President, and not wishing to try an expeument of that
soil which might hazard the bill, 1 consented that the
commissioners should be made removable by l^® J re81"
dent alone, that there might be no fear of an ito
interfere with his constitutional power. I confess it was
not iny opinion that such would be its effect; but as I had
reason to believe it would be so considered by many
others, I made the bill to conform with what bad been the
practice heretofore. To attain the end desired, it is provi¬
ded that the leim should be a long one, and thus signify to
the Executive that it was the intention of those who con¬
stituted the board to make it as independent as possible
The value of the board will depend very much upon the
experience and acquired knowledge of the members of the
board, and will increase with the length of time for
which the office is held by the members. I think that its
value would be very much impaired if we were to di¬
minish the term from twelve years to three. It is true
that the President would have a removing power; but it
seems to me that if we make the kterm a long one, and
if it is known that, in constituting the board, it was our
desire to make it as near the judicial tenure as possible,
the President would be very cautious bow be removed,
except for such cause as would justify the removal of a
judge. I hope, sir, that the change will not be made.
Mr WHITCOMB. I regret, sir, that I cannot concur

with my friend from Virginia. [Mr. Hunt**.]
desire to concur with him whenever I can. I have agreat
resiwct for his opiiuon. and for the general soundness ot
his conclusions. But I cannot concur in theviewbe
takes of the policy of this term of office. What expe¬
rience is required? Their business,us I understand it, is
to do the preliminary business in examii* claims to be
subsequently presented before Congress. Coogiess alter-
wards vssses U|ion these questions, and all the labor of
the board in this exunioaiioQ i# simply Um preliininir)
matter ol hearing the evidence, and exonerating the com¬
mittees of Congress from pre|«nng these reports. Wow,
is there sny great degree of experience necessarv there
Wt do not always put upon the Committee of Claims
senators who have been six years intheir places bee^It is presumed that a senstor isqualified to
claim by his previous education in life, bie babita, and
the discipline of his mind, which have pl*cad him inthe
.senate. I confess, sir, 1 feel very averse to lb'"Jongtenure I am aatisfied that one objection in the mind ol
many ia the fear that we are simply adding another
corps of officeis to ihe goversmeut. Entertaining the
views I do, I shall be compelled to vote for the amend
n»ent I have offered, to atnke out "twelve, and insert
"three/* &nii upon thai Question 1 mIi the yew w»u

''*ilr. BUTLER. I ahould be very sorry to see the
smendment proposed bv the senator from Indiana adopted.
These gentlemen may 1>e designated as lud.c.sl officers,
and they ought to be.1 say here what 1 hope will be the
understanding of all.men remarkable for integrity, dis¬
tinguished for learning, and those who will inspire ihe
confidence of the public. Now, you will bsrdly get men
of that kind for *4,000. I assure the
Kuiipoaea that he can obtain the services of such persons
at | have in some meaaure indicated, to be removed every
three years, or to undergo a trial every three years, be
is much mistaken. He will get exactly that ?
nrwins most unfit for decisions upon claims of that kind^.hmild b^very sorry that the bill should be l*sseda
all, if it is to be made the occasion of favor to. polityl«rtisans. Tbev whom I would place upon this board
1-hould not come out from the political arena 1 would
have men who have lived somewhat retired from par
tisanrbip, and who are distinguished for their accurojand integrity in their profession; and l would bring
them iiuS this association entirely in reference to their
legal rapacity, their worth, and moral qualities I
the gentleman that such men as I have 'ndicsted cannot
be obtained, if the commissioners are to be removed alter
so short a term of office as three ye*. , . . MThe yeaa and nays, having been demanded ny Mr.
Wmitcomb, were ordered

.Mr. W HlTCOMB asked for a division of the question,that it be taken first upon striking out.
The PRESIDING OFFICER ruled that it could not be

divided, the yeas and nays having bean ordered
Mr CHASE. I am very desirous, Mr. President, that

the bill may be put in a ehspe to demand the general coo
currencc of the Senate I concur in part with the opinionof my friend from Maryland, that the term of service is
too long It is quite possible that ws may be governed in
our estimates ol the character of the amendment by the
laws in our respective States. In the State which I have
the honor in part to represent, the judicial term is 7 years.
and we find upon experiment that it is
am not dmpoeed to go aa low aa 3 yeaia; I am not dispos
ed to go as high aa 13 yeara. But I may suggest that per-
hirns we mwht accommodate all sides by inserting a termoftje^a ATwill remove the ob^cttons u.jon one
side, snd attain the ends, in a measure, fgh'other 1 am not very anxious about it, but I make the
?usgestion. and lhow it will be adopted.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I bave th.s bill, or one that

shall be analagous to it, very much .» heart. It haa NM
m> condition, tor the last three years, to be ujwnthe (>m^»itlee of Claims From mvthere
I think I can wately say to the Senate
of this sort is indispensably necessary for the despatch of
the public butincsN. ind for the saving of the money
country. I do not intend to go into an
upon the facta which have coma to my knowledge, and
which would be pertinent to the subject.facta which
have influenced me In forming an opinion upon the neces¬
sity of such a bill j but I rise to make a remark or two
upon the proposition of my friend from Indiana. He ia
upon the same committee with me, sir; and I have no
doubt he haa, f/om his own observation there, seen the
necessity of a measurs of this sort, to enable ua to getalong in the transaction of the business, and to do joMiea
lo the claims which come before us
Now, air, 1 think the amendment he has proposed will

be mischievous in some of its tendencies, and I should be
very sorry to aee it adopted. In the first place, sir, I
think it would have a direct tendency to make these of¬
fices political in their character. If I understand tbs
amendment, it is to have a sweep of the entire board every3 yeara Now, I think that the plan of ths bill has been verywell conceived by my friend from V,«.nia,tMr Hcste*.}and the senator from Maine, [Mr flasnwaT,] to whom
periapt we are indebted for thia Mil. 1 hey have given
tii a board to consist of three members, and_ they are to
be appointed for twelve yeara. with a regulation that one
shall go out at the end of the first four years, another
at the end of eight yeara, and so on, and to makeione
come into o®ee every four yeara. The effect of that ar-
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rangemeat, practically, will be this: The uieml*' .{ l.^®board who remain* longest in Ihe office ha* a knowledgeof the precedent# which they themselves #el, the princi¬
ples which they th#inselve# adopt, and they wiU be ap¬
plied us the i recedeni# #ettled and made by a court or
lustice to the various cawe which come up. In prac-
iice» the \ounger member* of the board will derive very
great advantage from the excellence of the individual
who ban been longest a member of the board, and who,
in this way, has become familiar with all the actions of
the board. Those of us that have been in judicial offices,
and have had the settlement of cases, know very well
the value, when we are young in Office, to be derived
from the experience of those who are familiar with the
duties they aie called upon to diacharge. 1 do think that
the plan of the gentlemen who have arranged thi* bill,
in that respect, will be very beneficial indeed in practice
When new member* come in, if there should be anychange, they will be qualifying themselves bv experienceand by knowledge acquired from those who nave served
longer upon the board; and in this way its operation*will be extremely beneficial to the country.Again, Mr. President, if you put in a board to constat
of three gentlemen, and dismiss them from office everythree years, it will be liable, I think, to the objectionsuggested with a great deal of force Jpy the senator
from South Carolina, [Mr. Butlm ] who will accept ?
Who will come here, and locate himself here, for an
office of that sort, to continue but three years, and then
risk the changes which may be made in it from politicalconsiderations at the end of the time f My object is to
get clear of political considerations entirely in the forma¬
tion of this board. 1 want gentlemen who are upon it
to look entirely and exclusively to the interest* of the
country, and the laws of the country which regulate
claims and enter into their settlement, without at all mix¬
ing themselves up with the political party consideration*
of the times. If we can get a board of that sort, of hon¬
est, talented men, you will suve thousands and thousands
of dollars to the government. As remarked the other
day by the senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] youwill save in one >ear enough to pay the expense* of the
whole board for ten years. Now, sir, these, 1 think,
are the considerations that ought to influence the Senate
in the establishment of such a board; and I am verymuch afraid that if the proposition of my friend from In¬
diana [Mr. Whitcombj succeeds, it would subject the
board in its operations to those political considerations
which I have mentioned ; and it would retard its benefi-
ciil operation, it seems to ine, in every respect. 1 there¬
fore hope it may stand as it is. I thinlt there is a guard
as it now stands, which ought to give satisfaction.

I peiceive that the gentleman to whom we are indebted
for the report of thisTjill have determined that sixty-live
years shall be the limit of lite, at the attainment of which
the commissioners shall retire.
Mr. HALE, (interposing.) That is to be struck out
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is suggested near me that this

provision is to be struck out. Whether that will be so
or not, I am not aware; but, if it be retained, this will
make one limitation by the lapse of time.merely by the
arrival of the commissioners at the specified age. By the
expiration of the term of office, too, you have an addi¬
tional opportunity to get rid of any commissioner who
should prove unacce|Kable; and, finally, the President of
the United States has, in accordance with the term* of
the bill, a continuous power to remove.
Now, sir, with all these guards against want of efficien¬

cy and incapacity, it seems to me that the provisions of
the bill are safe and wise. It seem* to me that it
is very well guarded.first, by the limitation of
age to sixty-five years; second, by the limitation of the
term of office to twelve years.at the end of which their
qualifications and claims are again to be submitted to con¬
sideration and thirdly, by the provision that the Presi¬
dent ehall have the power to remove. It eeems to me
that all these provision* are quite sufficient to guard the
purity and efficiency of the officer* to be appointed un-

dCMr. WHITCOMB asked leave to withdraw hi* call for
the yea* and nay* upon his amendment, and leave was
granted.
Mr. WHITCOMB. I now amend my motion, so as

to strike out thetword " twelve," leaving a blank, to be
filled upon a subsequent consideration ol the appropriate
term to be inserted.

t ,Mr. President, some of my friends desire to have the

nriod of service graduated at two, four, and six years,
ihould prefer even shorter periods than that. I am not

satisfied with the reasoning of my friend from Kentucky
[Mr. Undmwood] upon thi» question. It is said by sen¬
ator* who are learned lawyers that these officers must be
placed beyond the reach of political influence#.they
must not be politicians. Very well, sir; 1 presume that it
is expected that the first incumbents of these offices will
not be politicians; and if the present Executive can be
trusted to exercise the power of selecting in such a way
as to prevent it, 1 would like to know why subsequentExecutives cannot be trusted to do the same. How wil
gentlemen meet that question. And again : how will
these officers be pertectly Iree from political influences,
if the President retains the power to remove, as is ex¬
pressed upon the very face of this bill I

While 1 am up, I will say that the compensation in this
case has been fixed at it ,000. I thought that #2,0<H
was more than enough. Now, sir.no one of the audi¬
tors of the government who have the supervision and
examination of every species of accounts, has ever re¬
ceived more than #.I,I>00; and, sir, I undertake to saythat they do five-fold more labor than will fall upon these
commissioners., The amount of labor pressing upon the
attention of these auditors is immense. They are occu¬
pied every day in the year. There is no doubt in my
mind that this board will not be occupied one-fourth partof the time.

...,I shall, however, limit any remarks I have to make to
the simple propoaition to strike oat the word "twelve/*
for the purpose of inserting some other number that may
Ik agreed upon by the Senate, and which, it may be
hoped, will be concurred in by the other departments of
the government. There seems to be a singular idea pre¬
vailing, that in proportion as an officer is removed from
the local business of the Stat# and approaches the sphereof the general government, he must be paid more. If I
could carry out my views, the reverse should be the case
1 would pay State officer* more than the officers of the

Sneral government. The fact now is. in my opinion,
at the attraction towards the general government is so

I great as to endanger the preservation of the equilibrium
between the two. and of the original purity of our gov-

FOOTE, For my part I would just aa lief make
these officers lor life as to give them a term of twelve
years; being perfectly sausfted that corruption is likely
to creep in. or neglect of duly almost certain to occur, if
we do not make the term of office a great deal shorter
than that which is proposed. 1 am utterly opposed to
the term for life, or to one at all approximating to it, aa I
have been for many years past, and I am perfectly sure
that a great change is going on in the public mind of this
country, in opposition to the old doctrine on this subject,
and in favor of short terms. It is my deliberate opinion,that the term for such an office as this.for all offices, in
fart.should be a short one.not too short, to be sure; but
it seems to me that four yews will be quite long^»o«g^I am unwilling to trust such functionaries as those to be
created by this bill for twelve years I deem it highly
important that they should be kept in a stateof periodical
reponsibihty to the government, and through tho govern
ment to the people Thie particular doctnne has been
practically testedTand the value of «hort terms been
actually ascertained in the State of Mississippi, even in
connexion with judicial office#. The ey#tam of short
terms, and popular election of all important public officers,
has been in successful operation in tbe State of Missis¬
sippi for almost twenty years, and has proved every way
¦atiafatfpory. I shall vote for striking out twelve, and
inserting some smaller number.
Mr BUTLER. Mr. President, I prefer the longest

term of tenure of office. I may be permitted to make a
remark or two. So lar from desiring to limit these com-
missioners, who are really judge*, jo a term of three
vears, or any short term. 1 am one of thoee who would
prefer a tenure for good behavior for life. I ao not pro¬
pose to go into a discussion of the iheory of this subjectETh my friend from Missis*.PP.. [Mr fomx ) nor with
any one else; but so far as this particular office .s een-
cerned, I think that there are special reasons why the in¬
cumbent should be rendered as permanent as possible,
retaining the office for life, provided be i«»n hone.t and
rood man And. sir. I concur with my friend from Ken-fucky. [Mr. U*de*wood,] entirely in all he has i*ai< in

relation to the importance of the experience of the elder
member* of the commission to the younger members.

in some respects a courtof a peculiar jurisdiction,
which will have to settle principles by analogy, and
maintain a consistent current of decision by re."*""
to ?nd familiarity with what has been previously done£ the same tribunal Yoa will require men of stern in~,,tv^d iXment.aod legal acquirements, and if you!5 rI'tCfei^5 of the office to four, five, or eix years,reduce theten

j ^ who oughtUC VcT a cI^ of politicians will «5ne
here who are far more greedy of tbe rewards and honors
of the federal governmentJhar. capahls or t,f
performing tbe reeponaible dntiee of «eh an emu.

I concur entirely with my fnend fro® Indiana ut one

Hung; which is, his opinion in favor of counterbalancing
the influence of the federal government, by bestowing
liberal rewards upon State officers, giving them such sala¬
ries as shall raiae them to an euual respectability, and
make them as much sought ana prized as the federal
offices.
The importance of the offices about to be created by

this law is immense. These commissioners will have to
pass upon claims to a vast amount. I know myself of
several claims of more ihan a million of dollars. 1 do
not, therefore, believe that the senator is at all right in
liiw Mtimateof the amount of labor which these commis¬
sioners will have to perform It will be a very laborious
office. Hut it is not as a measure of labor that I would
graduate the salaries; 1 am in favor of paying large sala¬
ries to such officers on oilier grounds. I have no doubt
that some of the clerks in the departments may work
harder in wading through accounts and matters of detail,
but we can get thousands of men who are ca-
pable of this kind of labor, for one who is competent
for the office of a commissioner, such as this bill pro¬
poses to creatn. I am in favor of paying a large salary
to such offices as require men of su[>ereminent talent or

acquirements, and low salaries to those which can be
filled by thousands of persons, equally well qualified, if
they can perform the mere manual drudgery and the
mental calculations of the account-book. There are
thousands of these for oue of the other kind. There will
be, doubtless, thousands of applicants for these offices.
If 1 had the selection, 1 would not take one of them. I
would call to the place men who, in position and dis¬
tinction, are above making any application whatever.
A great deal is said, sir, about the beauties of short

terms as a tenure of office. It is one of the hobbies of the
times; but, sir, it will be a long time before I shall be
satisfied that we shall have as good judges ten years
hence under the new system as we had twenty years
ago under the old system. It will be a question for his¬
tory to decide whicn system is best. And I would say to
my friend from Mississippi, (Mr. Foot*,] that I will
venture the opinion that the judges now occupying the
bench in his State were lawyers educated under a differ¬
ent system. The Augustine age of literature at Rome
came after the great authors of the preceding generation
had died. That brilliant period was the result of a prior
greatness. So it may be with these judges; and it re¬
mains to be seen whether the men who are formed under
the present system will maintain the same position.
Mr. POOlfi. Mr. President, the senator from South

Carolina has seen proper to make a formal attack on
what I thought proper to suggest incidentally. I concur
fully in all that has been said by my honorable friend in
his usual energetic and happy manner in relation to the
importance of giving good salaries to officers, and espe¬
cially to such officers as these. I have no doubt that the
salaries should be sufficient to secure the services of the
best qualified men in the country for the discbarge
of the important duties of the offices proposed to be
created. I would repeat, however, that I am as much
opposed to appointing these officers for a term of
twelve years a* I should be to appointing them for life.
Twelve years is a lifetime; and it you elect these officers
for twelve years.if you place official power in their
hands for this length of timi^-it seems to me most ob¬
viously manifest that they will in a very short period af¬
ter their induction into office feel not a little of that sort
of independence which may be well denominated pride
of place.official arrogance.which, under the name of
independence, is oftentimes warmly commended by mem¬
bers of the legal profession, but which is a quality for
which, I must confess, I have never yet entertained much
respect.
Mr. Jeflerson discriminated most sagely between ju¬

dicial independence in Great Britain, where it is indis¬
pensable that the judges should be independent of the
Crown, for the preservation of popular rights, and judicial
independence in a republic like ours, which is mere offi¬
cial irresponsibility. To make a judge, or any other high
public officer, independent of the people, is an arrange¬
ment as repugnant to my views of republicanism as could
well be imagined. The tenur&for life, or during good
behaviour, so much commended oy my friend from South
Carolina, Mr. Jefferson asserted to be a solecism in our
system. It was an object of distrust and apprehension to
him always; and his opinion was, that our forefathers
made a great mistake, indeed, in creating a tenure of this
sort at all.

1 will not enlarge upon this topic, but I beg leave to
state to my friend, if he has discovered that there lias
been a great tailing oil both in dignity and efficiency, in
this class of officers in the United States, ia the last twen¬
ty years, hk will find, by looking a little more narrowly
into the matter, that this deterioration bus chiefly arisen
from a cause just the opposite of the one specified by him.
I do not intend to say anything in disparagement of the
supreme judges of the United States; but if the same de¬
terioration is suspected by my honorable friend to have
become evident among them, be will find it to be some¬
what owing, 1 fancy, to the character of their official
tenure, whic^t relieves tbem a little too much from the
sense of official responsibility. The bench of the Supreme
Conrt, doubtless, now contains very able and learned
men though, I suppose, all will confess it is not precise¬
ly, in all respects, equal to what it was mart} years ago.
If this falling off be attributable to the cause which 1 have
named.if this be, indeed, the truth of the matter, as I
do not doubt.it seems to me that my honorable friend has
alluded to a case decidedly in opposition to his theory.
It is my clear and decided opinion that if the judicial
officers of the United States, including the members of the
Supreme Court of the United States, were now elected.as
1 trust will shortly be the case.by the people for a
term of years only, and if they were to be held, as
other functionaries, responsible to the people, a great ami
beneficial change would soon be realized. The experi¬
ment has been not only tried in my own Stats, but in
New York, Illinois, and several others; and when the
proposition was Arst brought forward, it was just as

startling to the legal minds of the country as the one which
11 am now pr^ounding may prove to be; and the ad-
vantages which we have realized in Miseiasippi, I do not
doubt, would be realized under the tpileral government
also, if n like experiment should be made. In my own
State, if a judge of one of ths courts undertakes to in*
terfere in ordinary political concerns.if he undertakes to
become an active political partisan, be is sure never to be
elected again, Unless on some great occasion of profound
national peril, wben all patriots aro called upon to rescue
the republic from peril, we hold our judicial officer*
hound not to intermeddle in political concerns at all.
From the day that he enlists us a mere partisan, he is
looked upon a« a disgraced man and, although impeach¬
ment might not be mi u|hii\ Iihii which has, in fact, as
we ail know, become a mere mockery of late.yet it is
certain that such a person is not elected again to
the bench which he haa so groesly discredited.
My friend from South Carolina says that the condition

of tbe judiciary is growing worse and worse, and inti¬
mates that, within the last twenty year*, a great falling
off in the character of our courts has occurred. To
what State of the Union did my honorable friend design
to apply his remark f Certainly not to the State of
Mi««issimH, where, for reasons already stated, no such
falling off has occurred. Our judiciary establishment is
known to have greatly improved in the last twenty years;
and I believe that the state of the jttdiciary throughout
the Union, except where the old tenure for life ha* been
retained, is better than it was. Now, if my friend intend-
ed to intimate that there haa been a diminution in judi¬
cial efficiency in the State of South Carolina, I should
not feel called upon to gainsay the proposition, though I
am far from intimating this to be true. But if a dete¬
rioration haa actually there occurred, 1 should conjec¬
ture that it is really attributable in no small degree to
that permanent official tenure, the STil influence of
whicn 1 have been endeavoring to make manifest.
Although he may have a very able judiciary there,
a* has certainly generally been the caae, 1 entertain
ns doubt that if the people of South Carolina could be
persuaded to modify their organic law in such a manner
aa to enable them to elect tneir judges only for s short
term of years, tbe same beneficial effects would be
developed that have been elsewhere realized I do not
doubt that4he people of South Carolina would alwayselect their ablest lawyers and purest citizens to tbe bench,
and that there would be an administration of justice far
snperior to anything yet enjoyed even in the Palmetto
State herself.
So much for the general doctrine of the senator from

South Carolina. Perhaps it may be wrong for me to in¬
trude these views upon the Senate at so maeh length:
bat I confess that thp whole subjsct is one in which I
feel a deep interest, concerning which I am not a little
induced, on all lilting occasions, to promots a free inter¬
change of views. I trust the day is not for distant when
a radical change in ths mode of electing judicial officers,
and in the tenors of judicial offleas, will take place
throughout this country. And so far as this twelve-years'
feature of the bill before ue ia concerned, I must say that
the senator from Sooth Carolina has as yet said nothing
which would in the Isast obviate or diminish my objsc-
tions to it.

Let me say, In conclusion, that I was rather startled
when this feature of the bill was first mentioned It did
look to me ss if we were about to be urged to build up a
sort of politico-legal aristocracy at the metropolis of the
Union.a thing to which f should U utterly opposed. I

am quite surprised that some of my friend*, whom I have
known heretofore to be quite ultra in their views in refer¬
ence to such matter*, should have Riven a moment'*
sanction to this twelve-year tenure. Especially1 sur

prised that the honorable senator from Maine, [Mr.
BiuoBuar.l whom 1 have always recognised heretolore
as an ultra democrat, if not a radical one, should have cou-
'sented to this part of the plan.

Mr. HUNTEK. A word or two, by way of explana¬
tion. 1 am not disposed to go into thi* debute in relation
to tbe tenure of judicial office. It seems to me a subject
altogether aside from and beyond this bill. It strike*
me, sir, that we might end tbi* discussion by proposing
something like a compromise.aucb a compromise, per¬
haps, as that which has been suggested by the seuaior
from Illinois, [Mr. Doublis ] ft seems that tbe term for
which the judge* of that State hold their office, instead of
being twelve years, i* for nine, one judge going out in
each period of three year*. 1 might, perhaps, concur in
an amendment to make the term nine year*, which I
think even the senator from Mississippi will acknowl¬
edge to be sufficiently democratic. In justice to the sena¬
tor from Maine, [Mr. BpADBuar,l 1 must say that he
proposed, not the term which this bill provides, but one of
six years. Thi* propoaition is for a longer term than hi*,
and was made by me. 1 do not know Uiat I have any
ultraism upon these subjects. 1 am not disjiosed to build
up aristocracies here, nor do I believe that 1 should con¬
tribute to any such establishment by voting for this bill.
If, sir, to have an independent board cv tribunal to try
claims and questions of property is to'build up an aris¬
tocracy, then i have been all my life laboring under a

great error; for 1 have always understood that it was one
of the great objects in every government, and eepecially
important in a democracy, to pfovide an independent
tribunal to. decide questions not only between man and
man, but between the State, which is powerful, and the
individual, who is weak.
But this is a question into which I do not propose to

iro. It is an argument iuto which I do not mean to be
dragged. 1 hope we shall be able to make some compro¬
mise in relation to the point now under discussion, so
that we may proceed with the bill. I hope that the term
now proposed, and for which an example is to be found
in the State of Illinois, his neighbor, will be satisfactory
to the senator from Indiana, [Mr. Whitcomb ]
Mr. BUTLER. I certainly agree with my lriend from

Virginia, that this topic i« not necessarily connected with
the subject before this body; and the Senate will bear
me witness that I do not bring into this discussion tbe
subject of the tenure of oifice, whether for a short or a

long term; and 1 think the Senate will alsd* bear me
witness that 1 made no allusion, specifically, to the Su¬
preme Court of the United States.certainly that I under¬
took to draw out no contrasts between Mississippi and
any other State. Nor shall I undertake to say whether
the judic ary of Massachusetts, which is chosen for a

longer term, is belter than that of New York, which it
for a shorter term of years Nor will I allude to
my own State by way of illustration, one way
or another. The only difference between me and my
friend from Mississippi is, that he is a radical ana

progressive democrat, and I am a conservative re¬

publican. [Laughter.] I love the republic as I found
it. I love to preserve its organization, to adhere to those
old-fashioned doctrines which in some measure have
made us great. Whether those very high and fashiona¬
ble notions of tbe age, which the gentleman has so in¬
culcated, and which he has a right perhaps to apply to
Mississippi, whose illusti ions son he baa the honor to be,
are likely to prevail, 1 shall not undertake to say. I only
ri*e to say that 1 made no allusion to the Supreme Court
with which 1 am in some measure connected, i should
dislike to draw a comparison between judges now and
judges many years ago My remark was, that history
would deci le as to whether a short or a long term has
been most favorable in tbe administration of the judicial
officers. 1 said, look twenty years back and twenty
years forwa'd, and let tbe period of forty years decide
this question. That was a* delicately as I could assert
an opinion. I know you will And able men everywhere,
and I am sorry that my friend ha* said a single word up¬
on thi* matter. I will acquiesce with him, that my opinion
is that the longer the term the better it ia. This 1 regard a*
a very important office, and 1 wish to select the very beat
men. Let it be understood that they are to be the best
and ablest in the country; and if it be so, I will not sub¬
ject men on that account t6 political influences by which
they may be removed at tbe end of *ix years.
Mr. FOOTS. in reply to my friend from South Car¬

olina, 1 will say that 1 will astume the whole responsi¬
bility of introducing the topic of judicial tenures; and
I regard it as altogether pertinent to tbe measure under
consideration. Now, in regard to what my friend from
South Carolina said respecting the deterioration of the
judiciary of the country generally, I must say that I did
understand bun a* intimating hi* opinion very clearly
that there had been a decided change for the worse in

the last tweBty years; and certainly it was altogether
liertinent to ask where the falling offhad occurred. The
tirst idea that suggested itself to my mind waa, that the
honorable senator from Sooth Carolina designed to alluita
to the Supreme Court of tbe Union, as that is the judi¬
cial establishment moat proximate to u*. But this he
disavow*. Then I very naturally considered that be
referred to bi* own State; butlo! he disavows this,
too. And now I understand him to disavow any
special allusion at all. Well, sir, then 1 understand
my friend from South Carolina as having simply
called the Senate to bear witness that he did not mean

to say anything at all, when h* spoke of judicial deterio¬
ration within twenty year* past; for certainly what he
(mid wa* fitAligned to hive no Bpwiti application at *11;
it was wholly without practical meaning ; arid having no
practical meaning, f do not know how I can respond to
it further.

., ,, ,

A single remark in reply to my friend from Virginia,
[Mr. Hvntke ] I thought 1 used very plain language in

reguid to judicial independence. In toe proper sense of
that term, it implies the possession of that high moral at-
tiihiiie which enables a judicial officer to perform hia
high functions, firmly, fearlessly, and panto, in Mite of all
the evil influences which can possibly be brought to bear
upon him. I estimate thi* quality as highly as the hon-
honorable senator from Virginia, and I onlv intended to
draw the distinction, in the very words of Mr Jefferson,
between the British judicial independence exerted against
the Crown, and in behalf of popular rights, and that
which i* sometime* called by that name, and which i* real¬
ly nothing more than official irresponsibility. Thi* latter,
*tr, is tbe bastard species of independence, which enables
s judge upon the bench entirely to disregard public eentl-
ment around him, to treat with contempt tbe opinion* of
the purest and most enlightened of hia generation, and to
violate at pleasure all the sacred principle* of morality,
as manyjudcee in this country have bein known to do,
and soiling the erpiine which badeeks their persons with
the stain* of a reckless and abandoned profligacy.
Tnis sort of independence I have denounced 11 have declar¬
ed it to be my wish to bold all the judicial officer* of the
country responsible stall times to an enlightened and
virtuous public senti ment. 1 believe we can nest do it by
modifying the official tenure in such a manner a* to keep
alive in the bosom of these officers a deep and abiding
sense of their responsibility to the people, tor whose wel¬
fare they are ap|iointed, and for whom they are to at. I
Mr. ('resident, permit me to conclude by eeying that 1

am perfectly willing that my friend from South Carolina
shall call me by the nam* which he ha* thought pioper
rather |4ayfully to employ. I am not ashamed to be
recognised as a progressive democrat. Certainly, thie
designation is one that I havs not heretofore assumed ;*
but yet I am perfectly willing to have it applied to me,
notwithstanding. Bat, sir, n cannot, ia any offensive
sense, be said of a man that he ia a progresses democrat
who merely adhere* faithfully to the ancient cread of hi*
democratic ancestor*, as ia precisely my own ca*e in re¬
gard to the point at preeent in dispute. And how little of
the spirit of progress muat thoee conservative republicans
have about thern who profess to deepiae federalist* and
to be opposed to everything like aristocracy, and who
yet consider it a ridiculous evidence of progreeeive deeioc-
racy to approve and to act apon the almoat divine teach¬
ings of tbe immortal Jefferson in regard to the propriety of
abolishing the life tenure in connexion vnth judicial
office*.
Mr. HALE inquired if it was in arder to amend the mo¬

tion now pending, by adding to it to strike out another
claoee.
The PRESIDING OFFICER said it was not, unless it

waa immediately connected with it
Mr. HALE. It te in immediate connexion with it, hut

ia not in juxtaposition indie hill.
The PRESIDING OFFICER The eenalor will have

it in his power to move his amendment when the present
one is disposed of, bnt not before.
Mr. HALE. The motion now ia, to strike out the

twelve years a* the term of tenure; and it ha* been *ug-
geeted that we might have a compromise We cannot
bave too many compromises before we come to the peatand all-abeorbing compromise now pending. We hoe a
considerable amount of compromisee in our po*eee*ion,
and thay will be in no danger of being exhausted before
we have oceaaion to uee them. If thi* motion prevail*, I
.hall move also to strike out the words, "who ahall be re¬
movable by the Presidentf for If the shorter tenure ia
adopted, inasmuch aa all concur that there ia a certain de-

iree of independence to be secured, some compromise like
3« J0 .houlU be adopted ; so thai what is lost from the
term of tune, shall be made up by allowing them^ to hcdd
their places not removable by the President. It has been
suggested by the senator from Virginia to several sena¬
tors that these officers would be removable by the Presi¬
dent whether it is inserted in the bill or not. If such is
the fact, that this is a power which the Presideut has,and that without its being inserted in the bill, hs would
have had it, when this motion to strike out twelve yearsitTVdopted, 1 shall then move to strike out the words

^TbeTveas and nays being taken on the motion to strike
out twelve yenrs, S was £reed to-yeas 3U, nay. UO-asfollows:

j,YEAS.Meurr Atchiton, Benton, Borland, Bradbury*Bright, Ca»», Cba.fi, Clay, Davfs ol Ml»»t»*ippl, U,cIk""""'Dadlie of Witooosin, Uodge o! Iowa, Douiilas,Foots, Houston, Joium, King, Ma«on, Norri«,Ku»k,
3«lia»tian, Shield*, Sturgeon, lurnoy, Walker, Whltcomb,
tt'N AVd.Metir*. Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Bntler, Claike,
Clemen.. Corwin, Dawion. Elmore, Greene, Hale Hunter,Mill"r, Morion, Pearoe, Pratt, Smith, Soul*, Spmanoe,aud Underwood.SW.

,Mr. HALE. I move to strike out, in the f°«rte«"th
line of the first section, the words "andshall be remova-

blMry NVHrfcOMB I do netpropoee
unon this matter, but rise merely to call for the yeas and
nays, and to declare at the same time my intention to vote
against the amendment.

Mr foOTE*row and Mid : I rise simply, for th« Pa¬
nose of saying that I think that it is highly important that
the President should be allowed to tarn
ruption may arise in this country. These officers will to
surrounded by corrupting influences, and we all guow
that instances of rauk corruj>Uon may continually an*e_If we take away from the President the power to remove^officer who has proved himself a wrruponelcan.
not percieve any great advantage to be fenced from it,
except in the estimation of some who anticipate nereal
i r ?n i \\2 uerhaps.a change of power, and may desirethaT he21'JSftSftiident may not have the power tol^e tLt cCges. I do not impute any .ucb motive*
to honorable senators here. I am mire that they can
have no such design in view; yet, practically, it w
have that effect; and, as a practical democrat, I object to
'l Mr'^HALfS ""Mr. President, I had no such idea® as the

gested that it is necessary to give this board
independence. The Senate has decided that they will not
give that independence which is to be derived from
tenure 1 am desirous that these officers in their short
tenure should have some independence retired to them,
bv being independent of the President. Otherwise, ther
would be no independence about it at all. The honorable
senator from Mississippi. In the
has foreshadowed, seems to be gifted with a secona signi
about the election of 1&52, and the action of the individ¬
ual who is to come in at that time; and itsMrasto be in¬
timated that at that ume there wdl be a removal.

.
Now,

air if anv sort of independence is to be given to this boa.d
bevond that of all the tide-waiters of providence, custom¬
house officers, etc., it is to be secured in one of two ways.
either bv a long tenure, or by being independent of cxecu
Uve .nfluence The honorable senator from Mississippi
suiKests that there may be corruption in this government.
I items to me that that is a very extravagant supposition.
But if we may be indulged for a moment in entertaining^ extravagant an idea £s that, I would ask the sagac.ous
senator from Mississippi whether there is not more danger
ofcorruption in throS^ur all the power ofthisgove^ment m the hands of the President, and letting h»m dote
it out every time one comes in, as has been done to a
ureal extent in times past.whether that does n°'Greater door for corrupting influences thaa would be the
cueVwerewe to clothe these men, whoare to exerciseju¬dicial functions and judicial offices with*Ihe pnyi leg'e of
holding their tenure in some defrwaiotherjwliaJ ol
fieers (lo ? It has been supposed that the policy otthe^constitution of the United totes. atthepresentt.me
i> to invert judges with this independent of the ^xecuTive *

andit there are any reasons which wpuld ap-nlv this policy to any judge of any court, they app.y toSgSi offiVourt, fthink, with more force And I am
surprised that the honorable senator from MiMisaippi for^«teoneof the great elements of the character which beLys he is not unwilling to have attiibated tohim-that of
a progressive democracy.that gTeat principle which takes
power from the hands of one man, and places it in thelegislature. Now, sir, this is, to that extent, an '«"****
nf the executive power of the President. It takes
away from this board of commissioners every °fdependence. It will not be worth a straw. You W-
point these men for three.'our. or five

tx.ih»m removable by the President, and they win oe exS su^h H.ticians a. are waiting upon proven"llrrv time apolitical election has terminated. Now, it is
de«irable that this board should be of such a character asiil have wme of those attributes which it is said ought
to be fiiwl. ,nJ ihM to ta
dent It is with these views that I have oBerea

"SfBSoLA* I would suggest, Mr. President to
the honorable senator from MMfl* tkat I hnre
doubts whether, if his amendment prevails, it will ac
rrxnnliah his ob»«ct Hs propoaea to strike out the words,Sail bT^morabl.Vthe President"
.. i _.«« whether, suppose these words are stricaen

therefore that, for the honorable senator to accomplish hisobject?^nstead of striking out these words, he should,^-h the word "not f so that it should read," shall not beremovable by the We.id.nt," I have doubto in myown
mind whether that amendment ought not to he made.
Mr HALE i will accept that proportion.
Mr DOUGLAS I five way for that Purpose I have

my doubts whether these officers, being judicial office ,

is
wish them to be ,ndep,nde,.t°f dpo^^d dl oonsvd

l,9v* aiistained while they have been m offlee. i *m.
Iherefote, io«l,o«l loM

zt ss?£?%az
except bv and with the advice and consent of th*

wte " » that it shall read, "and shall not be removableS^P^iJent.'exXt by wd with the advice and con-

"ttfjatn accept of that suggestioa also: any form

*0Mr,0B^LI,!'e Th*!"'proposition, Mr. President, involves
. verv Mriwi question. I am in favor of it, as amended
particularly; but I was in favor of the original proposi-non mnde by the honorable senator from New Hampshire,
and nhink it is worthy of consideration whether, a. now
amende<l, it should not be adopted and ^'^"P^thiwill sute what the principle is thjjt is involved m
decision of this question.where the Senate will nnu ij¦elf whenitsh^l have adopted the prot^ed ernend
ment It will fin«kitself pr«;isely where I think 't oug
to have found itself at the organ.ration of ths govern
ment; and to this new portion'*ejhave » c«n
the end, if we will preserve the order and purity oi ou

institutions. Now, sir,, the "*nat°r
belieTe heDovolass] has suggested that perl nm.«aition.thes# oA-gave this id« Mthe bwis o ^'^^ihen you cannotr.ers are judicial officers. ''.h*J o

J
r. fo{ jj(# andlimit their tenures; theyimustibe in

wh|(.h ¦

proSM23d3tUStTf .hey are judicjal officersno^imiteUo^>f^heir t,rr"* ''sa^Ii" toatTKy^h*^Congrass, because the consul ition sa>s na^

&id->
JT«;,"IS »o woriii o« mtih.ao.
llmiution «r .b« oTSyfc ,M | tali|.

rndK A <f.TZnSThrt that decision, so cloeely conteetedM itwm tfien,
have been made but for the overwhelm

ii* popularity of the President of. th* United States-,-b?t ^ the universal confidence in Present Wash
ington It required nil the force of his ehnme

TO OUB MJIIOUIUI.

Pi.*** .« HTM will W mm4 tpwMl bouSs asJess U>.
b. MM. ta
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ter, and the confidence, the universal confidence thai
the people placed in thai illustrious man, to carry
ry that proposition at that day. And at last it was car'
ned, as 1 have said, only by the deciding vote of the
V'ce I resident. So unsatisfactory was that decision,
that the question lias been revived again and again in the
aenate, has been discussed with great and distinguished
acuity, and every cousideratiou has been bestowed upon
it that talents and full scrutiny could give to it. Aud 1
am happy to see that, on an occasion like this, the grounds
uiion which that decision was made may be brought so

clearly and palpably to the understanding of the Senate
as to show how erroneous it wm. Those who have
lookad into the debates on that question will have found
that, in a bill for the establishment of one of the execu¬
tive departments of the government, a clause was at

frorl.J.i'Vhl't 'he head of the departmentshould be removable T>y the President. After tlns decis-
lon upon the question, it was moved that this clause
should be stricken out, and that it should stand without
any such provision whatever, upon the principle that the
President would have the power to remove, although
Congress should even prohibit it in express terms. In
other wonls, they placed it upon the grounds that this
power of removal was inherent in the President of the

It# 0(

Now, air, according to the decision of 1780, tbe origi¬
nal motion of the honorable senator from New Hamp¬
shire would not have attained his object. These officers
would still have been removable by the President. But
f would have voted for that even, and upon the ground*
of exhibiting tp the President and the country the sense
of the Senate against the propriety of removals. I shall
vote upon it now, as amended on the suggestion ot the
senator from Illinois, with more willingness, because I
think tbat it will express the opinion of tbs Seuate, at
least, that Congress ha* thejiower to restrict the power
of the Executive over the officers of the country Ishall
look upon it, as a decision of this body, that the decision
of Congress in 178«, which was obtained by the casting
vote ofthe Vice President of the United States, was a

great error. It was a great error.a most fatal error.and
the aooner we retrace our steps tbe better. Even now
after the lajise of more tlfan half a century, I shall con¬
sider it as a sign of real progress. I shall vote for this
proposition now, trusting that it will be the entering-
wedge.a distinct giving-out, that Congress will exhibit
in its future legislation that they have the power to con¬
trol this subiect of appointments, and say to the Presi¬
dent of the United States, you shall not remove, except
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, if you
please.though 1 do not say I shall approve of that . I
only give it as an illustration of my idea.you shall not
remove without giving your reasons, if that shall be the
preferred form of restriction ; or he may have power to
suspend from office in the recess until Congress shall
have an opportunity to approve or disapprove. I believe
this idea of a power of suspension, if carried out, will
have a most salutary influence upon the country, and be
an ample protection to the public interest in all re¬
quiring the prompt inter|K>sitien of the Executive in ma-
king removals.

I rose for the purpose merely of stating that, accord¬
ing to the principle understood to be established in
1789, Congress has been held not competent to impose
such a prohibition as,is proposed by this proposition, and
to say that I shall vote for it, with the strong conviction
that Congress has such a power, and we can go on to
provide for other cases of a similar character, aud for all
other officers hereafter.

Let it be understood, however, that I do not make
these observations iroin any want of respect for, or con¬
fidence in, the present administration. 1 believe that it is
when we have the greatest confidence, that we can, with
the more success, attempt any such reforms as these. I
do not belive that a more honest person can be found
than the piesent occupant of the presidential chair; but I
would control not only him, but his successors, in their
power of removals. I shall vote for the amendment
with great pleasure, and trust it may bo adopted.
Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, previous to the re- <P

marks of tlie senator from Tennessee. I was about to
suggest to tbe senator from New Hampshire that there
would be less objection to an amendment which might
be made by adding alter the word "President" the
words " by and with the advice and consent of the Sen¬
ate ? so that the section would lead, " and hhall be re
movable by the President, with the advice and consent of
tbe benate."
Mr. DOUGLAS. If the senator from Maine will al¬

low me one word : the amendment of the senator from
New Hampshire has already been modified by the addi¬
tion of the words which he proposes.
Mr. BRADBURY. I understand perfectly the state of

the question. 1 think the phraseology 1 have suggested
preferable to that which woald contain an express prohi¬
bition upon the President against the removal of these
officers.

_
I understand tbe settled construction of the

constitution to be, that the President poeseases the power
of removal, in regard to tbe class of officers aliadad to, in¬
dependent of tbe Senate; but 1 do not understand that the
principle settled goes so far as is contended by the sena¬
tor from Tennessee. The decision of 178B falls short of
the position taken by tbe senator. The question at that
IV.*,.aro#e "pon * resolution which was offered by Mr.
Madison, "that there should be established an executive
department, to be denominated the Department of For
eign Affairs, at tbe bead of which should be an officer to
be called tbe Secretary of Foreign Affairs, who shall be
appointed by tbe President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Sentate, and removable by the Prui-
dnt ". The question was. whether, under the constitu .

lion, the President possessed the power of removal, act¬
ing independent of tbe Senate, or whether the Senate
must act with bim, and consent to the removal that he
should deeire to make. It was not whether Congress
might not prescribe a fixed and definite term of office
which would be respected by tbe Executive, but whether
tbe power of removal was in tbe President alone, or must
be exercised, like that of appointment, with the concur¬
rence %f the Senate. Theee, I apprehend, are different
questions. The eenator from Tenneeaee seems to sup¬
pose they are the same; and that, because the decision
was that the President might remove, acting independent
of the Senate, therefore Congress possessed no power to
limit or prescribe the tenure o7 office. If the conetruction
is to be given to tbe vote which ie contended for by tbe
honorable seuator from Tenneeee, 1 should object to tbe
amendment which I suggested, and should not offer it.
Whether the ooastraction of the clause of the constitu¬
tion referred to which bas been given was correct or not,
I do not propoee to inquire. It bas become tbe settled
construction upon which every branch of tbe govern
roent bae acted for more than half a century: and I do not
think it wise to overturn settled decisions ny an amend¬
ment of this rbaracter upon such a bill as this.
The queetion raised ie one which has engaged the at¬

tention of tbe ablest minds of tbe country ; and when a

different construction is to be given to that provision of
the constitution, it should be dons deliberately and upon
full consideration. I think nothing of tbe kind should be
engrailed on tbiabiil.
Were it not for the inference which tbe senator from

Tenneseee attempts to draw from it, I might bs willing
that tbe bill should fix tbe teoure of office of tbe commis¬

sioners at six years, removable by tbe President, by and
with the advice and consent of tbe Senate.

After tbie amendment shall be actsd on, I shall propose
ito fill tbe blank in tbe bill, so as to fix the tenure of
office at six years, and then to make corresponding
changes in the subsequent lines, by striking out in lines
II and la, four, eight, and twelve, and inserting
two, four, and six. 1 nope the senator from New Hamp¬
shire will modify his amendment. .

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely wish to suggest to my friend
thst if he had listened to the explanation I was about
making some time ago, he would hava found that the
amendment had already been so modified. I roee for
the purpose of static that; but he said that h« understood
perfectly well how the matter stood, and, of course, I then
allowed him to proceed.

Mr. BRADBURY. I heard the amendment of tbe
senator from New Hampshire, and I think I understand
the distinction. The senator's amendment proposes to
declare in express terms, that the President shall not re¬

move, instead of leaving tbe question to rest upon ths
construction to be given under a bill which decjares that
be may remove with the adriee and consent of the
Senate.
Mr. DOUGLAS. I would simply suggest to my friend

from Maine. [Mr. BnABBuar,) that ifbe had beard my
suggestion, he woald have learned that thai was already
the caaa. 1 arose to inforai him that that was the cans, bat
be would not receive my explanation. He understood it
better than I did, and therefore I could not give ny ex¬

planation
Mr. BRADBURY. I beard tbe amendment of the ara-

ator from New Hampehire. aad with tbe simple addition
that hs proposed to insert a negative, that tbe officers
-ere not to be removed
The PRESIDING OFFICER read the amendment pro

poeed by the senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hal*:,)
to insert "not," and also to insert the words "by ami
with the advice and consent of the Senate." so that it
should read : -And shall not be removable by the Preei.


